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b 1422 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 

Mr. KIRK. Madam Speaker, on rollcall No. 
23 I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Stated against: 
Mr. NORWOOD. Madam Speaker, on roll-

call No. 23, on passage of H.R. 4, had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Madam Speaker, due to a 
death in the family I missed two votes on Fri-
day, January 12, 2007. Please note in the ap-
propriate place in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
that had I been present, I would have voted as 
noted below. 

Rollcall Vote 22: ‘‘nay.’’ 
Rollcall Vote 23: ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

ELECTION OF MEMBERS TO CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I 
offer a privileged resolution (H. Res. 60) 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 60 
Resolved, That the following named Mem-

bers be and are hereby elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES.—Mr. 
Cummings (to rank immediately after Ms. 
Giffords). 

(2) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN-
FRASTRUCTURE.—Ms. Matsui (to rank imme-
diately after Mr. Lipinski). 

Mr. EMANUEL (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KLEIN of Florida). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois? 

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the majority leader, Mr. HOYER, for a 
discussion of next week’s schedule. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

On Monday, Mr. Speaker, the House 
will not be in session so that Members 
can join with their communities in ob-
servance of the birthday of Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr. 

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 
12:30 p.m. for morning hour debate and 
at 2 p.m. for legislative business. We 
will consider several bills under sus-
pension of the rules. You will be get-
ting notice of those, hopefully, by the 
end of the day. We will consider several 
bills under suspension. There will be no 
votes before 6:30 p.m., as has been our 
practice. 

On Wednesday and the balance of the 
week, the House will meet at 10 a.m., 
although let me say to my friend that 
I may well be requesting again, as I did 
for today, unanimous consent that we 
meet at 9 on Friday. It has historically 
been the practice to wait until about 
May, the middle of May, when we get 
into heavy legislative business, to meet 
at 10 on Fridays if we were in on Fri-
days. My view is, however, and I want 
to say to all the Members, that it will 
be my intent to make every effort pos-
sible to have us adjourn on Fridays 
prior to or no later than 2 p.m. in con-
sideration of Members’ need to get 
back to their districts where they have 
events that are going on where they 
need to be. I want to tell my friend 
that we will, therefore, quite possibly 
ask for unanimous consent to come in 
at 9 rather than 10 next Friday. 

In addition to other Suspension Cal-
endar business, and all suspension bills, 
as I said, will be announced later 
today, the House will consider H.R. 5, a 
bill to cut in half the interest rates on 
student loans; and H.R. 6, a renewable 
energy bill. 

In addition to that, I want to give no-
tice to the House, and I have discussed 
this with Mr. BLUNT and have discussed 
it with the leader, Mr. BOEHNER, that 
NANCY BOYDA of Kansas is introducing 
a bill which will provide that Members 
who commit felonies while Members of 
Congress and in the course of their du-
ties will be precluded from receiving 
pensions. 

b 1430 
If they are receiving pensions, they 

will have those pensions discontinued. 
That is obviously legislation which I 

think is appropriate. We have passed 
similar legislation that the majority 
proposed in the past. I believe this will 
pass with bipartisan support. 

Mr. BOEHNER and I and Mr. BLUNT all 
agree we need to look at this carefully, 
even though it has already passed, and 
so we have talked to Ms. SLAUGHTER 
from the Rules Committee, and we will 
speak to Mr. DREIER and give him no-
tice. I have not personally spoken with 
Mr. DREIER. But they will be consid-
ering this legislation on Wednesday, 
and we expect to have this bill on the 
floor next Friday. 

In addition, it is quite possible again 
the House Administration Committee, 
and I am perhaps anticipating Mr. 
BLUNT’s question, has jurisdiction over 
the Page Board, we will also have, we 
hope, on the floor on Friday legislation 
that will deal with the Page Board, 
oversight of the page system, and the 
various procedures we can put in place 
to make sure that our pages are pro-
tected and treated with the respect and 
care that they deserve and that their 
parents expect. 

I tell my friend, that is the antici-
pated schedule for next week. As I said, 
we will make every effort and it will be 
my very strong commitment to the 
Members that every effort will be made 
to adjourn on Friday no later than 2 
p.m. 
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Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for 

the information he has provided. It 
does raise a number of questions, and I 
will try to keep them in mind as you 
answer them a few at a time. 

One, I think it is only fair to say that 
while we did discuss these two issues, 
the last two bills you mentioned, it 
was only in moments before the col-
loquy, and I think our leader only re-
ceived notice these things were coming 
up within a few minutes of coming to 
the floor. 

So more notice, as the former minor-
ity whip would know, more notice is al-
ways a good thing. Particularly, my 
good friend, on these issues, issues that 
affect Members and their families, no-
tice, appropriate hearings, and we did 
pass similar legislation on the issue of 
the access to pensions for people who 
had committed a felony, we passed that 
in the last session. It did go to com-
mittee. It had a chance to be amended. 
We debated it on the floor, but this is 
a new Congress with many Members 
who were not part of that process. 

In the case of the last Congress, I be-
lieve that issue went to both House Ad-
ministration and the Rules Committee 
and possibly the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform before it came to the 
floor. I think you are telling me next 
week you anticipate only the Rules 
Committee would see and have a 
chance to look at this legislation be-
fore the floor, and even the Rules Com-
mittee ranking Republican is getting 
that notice as we are talking right 
now, that that important issue is com-
ing up next week? 

Mr. HOYER. If the gentleman would 
yield, it is an important issue; you are 
correct. I believe a number of commit-
tees have already considered this legis-
lation carefully. The issue is not new. 
What we want to ensure, Mr. Whip, is 
that the legislation is properly drawn 
and drafted because obviously it is an 
important piece of legislation with se-
rious consequences, and we want to 
make sure that it is done properly. 

The Rules Committee, in answer to 
your second question, we do believe 
that the Rules Committee can consider 
this and will consider the work that 
has been done by other committees be-
cause again this subject matter is 
something we have already considered. 
We believe it is important to move this 
matter early in the session so the pub-
lic has confidence that there are con-
sequences. There are not only con-
sequences in terms of criminal convic-
tions which we have seen, but also con-
sequences in terms of the pensions that 
are earned during the performance of 
your duties, and that the American 
taxpayer is not happy with pensions 
being paid to those who have abused 
their oath of office and their respon-
sibilities to the American public. 

But the gentleman is correct, we 
have just given notice; but we do have 
Saturday, Sunday, Monday, Tuesday 
and Wednesday. Wednesday we will 
consider that, and then you will have 
another 48 hours or thereabouts before 
it comes to the floor. 

I am hopeful that we will work to-
gether on this. I think we share the 
view that this is not a partisan issue. 
This is an issue about making sure 
that Members comport themselves 
properly; and if they do not, that there 
are consequences. And I think then we 
can assure the taxpayer that they will 
not be subsidizing, through pensions, 
wrongdoers who fail to meet their du-
ties under the Constitution. 

Mr. BLUNT. I appreciate that infor-
mation. I share your sense this is an 
important issue. We dealt with it on 
our side of the building in what I ex-
pect will be a highly similar way in the 
last Congress. I say that not to defend 
the idea that it is not going through 
committees this time but to suggest it 
is not a new idea. It is something that 
we have dealt with. I expect there to be 
a significantly bipartisan debate here, 
depending on what the legislation says. 

I would say, however, to my friend 
that while we haven’t been really pas-
sive about these first six bills that 
haven’t had a chance to have amend-
ments, haven’t had a chance to have 
debate in committee, they were six 
things, some of which we had dealt 
with, but the six things that the major-
ity talked about in the last election, 
and at some point the suggesting that 
this is such an important issue that we 
need to move forward without the reg-
ular progress begins to wear pretty 
thin on our side of the building and I 
think on the public generally. I would 
hope that we don’t have many more of 
those instances. 

Apparently the House Administra-
tion Committee will not have a chance 
in this Congress to look at the intrica-
cies of the pension issue. 

I know this week we brought a bill to 
the floor dealing with minimum wage 
and then find out that while this is 
supposed to be an expansive minimum 
wage proposal that includes everybody, 
whether they were ever included before 
or not, that American Samoa is some-
how left out. I have a feeling that if 
that would have gone to committee, 
there is a great chance that would have 
been pointed out. I don’t know if the 
majority intends to go back and put 
American Samoa in the minimum wage 
package or not. 

My friend who has been here longer 
than I have loves this institution and 
knows better than anybody the benefit 
of regular order. I hope we are nearing 
the end of us being asked to accept the 
fact that we can’t do regular order on 
this issue for some extraordinary rea-
son. Both the Page Board issue and any 
misconduct by Members are critically 
important issues, but so is the oppor-
tunity for every Member of the 110th 
Congress to be involved at their com-
mittee level and every other level. 

I might ask about that American 
Samoa question. Do we expect to see 
that oversight taken care of in upcom-
ing legislation? 

Mr. HOYER. If the gentleman would 
yield, let me say with respect to the 
specific question on American Samoa, 

as the gentleman undoubtedly knows, 
the minimum wage in American 
Samoa, unlike the Marianas or Guam, 
is set by the Department of Labor and 
Industry Committee so that it is deter-
mined in a different way than the oth-
ers, including our States. 

So it was not an oversight to that ex-
tent; it has historically been not treat-
ed. Having said that, I can tell the gen-
tleman, I have talked to Mr. MILLER, 
the chairman of the committee that 
dealt with the minimum wage bill, and 
he is going to look at that to make 
sure that American Samoa is con-
sistent with, and that does not mean 
exactly the same wage scale, but con-
sistent with our concerns that were in-
corporated in the minimum wage bill, 
which received, as you know, 82 votes 
on your side and all of the votes on our 
side; a very bipartisan bill. 

But American Samoa has been treat-
ed in a way different in the past. So it 
was not an oversight. But the question 
has been raised by people on your side 
and our side, and so Mr. MILLER and 
the people on his committee will be 
looking at that. So the answer to your 
question is, yes. 

Mr. BLUNT. Reclaiming my time, I 
just make the point that if the com-
mittees had looked at this in advance, 
that oversight might have been elimi-
nated. There is a reason for the com-
mittee process, which leads to my 
other question which is, what time 
does the majority believe that we will 
be organizing the committees in a way 
that the work of the committees of the 
Congress can get started? 

Mr. HOYER. Many of the committees 
are already organized, as the gen-
tleman probably knows. I don’t have a 
list which committees have completed 
their organizational structuring, but 
many have and are ready to do their 
business. 

I am confident that all committees 
will be organized, and they may not 
have every member because there are 
still some Members that have not been 
finally assigned to committees, but by 
the middle of next week, we are con-
fident that all committees will be orga-
nized to do business. 

I would like to comment on the sec-
ond part of your question. I want you 
to know that although we believe that 
the two bills that I have discussed that 
may well be on the floor on Friday, I 
want Members to have notice of that, 
are dealing with ethics and the safety 
of our pages, both issues are of sub-
stantial concern, and I would suggest 
immediacy. While they will be consid-
ered, I want you to know on both sides 
of the aisle, there is a desire for and a 
commitment to regular order. The 
points the gentleman makes with re-
spect to considered judgment being 
given are well taken, and I agree with 
him, and we hope to proceed in that 
manner. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for that commitment to begin to move 
forward as quickly as possible. I look 
forward to the time when there is actu-
ally legislation on the floor that has 
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gone through a committee and had a 
chance to be amended and discussed be-
fore it got here. 

I believe fewer than a handful of 
committees are actually organized at 
this point. None of the committees 
that had work on the floor this week 
have yet been organized to the point 
they have had a meeting. I would like 
to point that out. 

The other thing, in waiving points of 
order, another issue of the regular 
order of the House, on every bill that 
came to the floor this week, the major-
ity waived points of order on anything 
that was in the bill but maintained 
points of order on the one chance we 
had to say anything at all about the 
bill in an official way which was the 
motion to recommit. 

Again, I hope we are getting to the 
point where the things that the major-
ity has talked so much about, and 
PAYGO would be an example of that, 
won’t continue to be waived in every 
rule waiving points of order on the bills 
that do come to the floor. 

I yield to my friend to respond. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for his comment. 
Let me say that none of the bills that 

we adopted this week violated the 
PAYGO rule, as I think the gentleman 
is aware. The 9/11 bill was an authoriza-
tion subject to appropriation. Those 
programs will be paid for within the 
budget, we believe. We are committed 
to doing that. 

The student loan bill will comply 
with the PAYGO rule. And the energy 
bill will raise revenues. That clearly 
complies with the PAYGO rule. 

But the gentleman’s point that they 
did not go to committee is accurate. 
When we adopted the rule, that was de-
bated fully. The rule was adopted. We 
had a commitment as you know on our 
side to do those. We had a commitment 
to do those in the first 100 hours. That 
is what we are doing. We believe that 
they are overwhelmingly supported by 
the American public, and we are very 
pleased there was substantial bipar-
tisan support for these bills as well. 

Mr. BLUNT. I would say on the sig-
nificant portions of those bills that we 
voted on in the last Congress and 
passed, virtually every Member of the 
majority then, the minority now, voted 
for 39 of the 41 9/11 provisions. We voted 
for increasing the minimum wage, 
though we thought with a more helpful 
balance, and we hope to continue to 
work for that balance so that the wage 
producer is not affected, the job cre-
ator, doesn’t stop creating these impor-
tant entry level jobs into the work-
force. 

I would also say, on the PAYGO 
issue, I believe in the 9/11 bill and per-
haps in the other bills, but in the 9/11 
bill, I think the authorization was 
more often than not such sums as nec-
essary. I don’t know how that doesn’t 
trigger some thought about cost in the 
future. I do know we were told it would 
be at least 3 weeks before we could get 
a score on what the bill would cost. So 

whether it violated a PAYGO provision 
or not, we are 2 weeks and 5 days from 
knowing the answer to that question. 

But I am expressing some of my con-
cerns as we move forward. I do sym-
pathize with the leader’s job of having 
a schedule that works for Members, not 
only their events at home but their 
families at home. 

b 1445 

As the year progresses, I suspect the 
challenge of that will progress. 

I yield to the gentleman to make a 
response. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding to me one 
additional time. 

I am constrained to say with all the 
charity in my heart that, of course, 
you didn’t violate the PAYGO rule, you 
eliminated the PAYGO rule. So it was 
not an issue on your side. 

We have reinstated the PAYGO rule, 
which was adopted, as the gentleman 
knows, in a bipartisan way, and sup-
ported again in 1997, overwhelmingly 
adopted by the bipartisan Republicans 
and Democrats in this House and in the 
Senate. We hope that the PAYGO rule 
will lead us back from the abyss of 
what we believe to be a fiscally dire 
situation to a point that we were in 
2001, where we had the President of the 
United States, President Bush, pro-
jecting a $5.6 trillion surplus. We are 
now, for various reasons, in part be-
cause we did not comply with and 
didn’t have a PAYGO rule, confronted 
by a deficit in excess of $3 trillion. 

So I say to my friend, I share his 
view that we need to comply with the 
PAYGO rule. We adopted a PAYGO 
rule, we intend to comply with it, and 
we intend to move towards restoring 
the fiscal discipline that we had. I 
think, working together, we can do 
that. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend for the information he has pro-
vided. I would just again say this is not 
the place, I suppose, to have the debate 
on PAYGO for taxes or the PAYGO for 
spending or all the PAYGOs, but you 
do have the PAYGO rule. 

Maybe I was inarticulate suggesting 
not to debate the merits of the rule, 
but if you are going to have the rule, 
my view is you should apply the rule. 
Waiving the points of order on that 
rule as a routine of rules for the last 
week hopefully does not become any 
kind of routine item in this Congress. I 
am sure that is not the gentleman’s in-
tention; particularly, though, when the 
rules are waived, the points of order 
are waived for the majority, but on the 
one small attempt that the minority 
has to improve a piece of legislation, 
we have every point of order still 
against us. The balance of that seems 
even more out of balance. 

If you want to have PAYGO that is in 
our rules now, we need to have PAYGO, 
we need to have enough time to know 
what we are paying for, so we can real-
ly have that debate on the floor. 

ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY, 
JANUARY 16, 2007 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 12:30 p.m. on Tuesday next for 
morning hour debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the business 
in order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND 
COOPERATION IN EUROPE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 3003 note, and the order 
of the House of January 4, 2007, the 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment of the following Member of 
the House to the Commission on Secu-
rity and Cooperation in Europe: 

Mr. HASTINGS, Florida, Chairman. 

f 

TRIBUTE IN MEMORY OF DARRELL 
NORMAN FOR HIS HONORABLE 
SERVICE TO THE HOUSE 

(Ms. NORTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day the House lost one of its own. It is 
with great sadness and heavy heart 
that I rise today to honor the memory 
of Darrell Norman and his service to 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Norman collapsed on these prem-
ises and died yesterday. Darrell Nor-
man lived in the District of Columbia 
and served the institution with distinc-
tion and excellence as a senior tech-
nical support representative for more 
than 20 years. His colleagues tell us 
that they will miss his infectious smile 
and spirit. His daughter, Monea, actu-
ally interned in my office for part of 
2004. 

Kindhearted, professional, and dedi-
cated are words used by Darrell’s col-
leagues to describe him. He is known 
throughout the House as a person you 
can rely on to do whatever it takes to 
get the job done. He has earned the rep-
utation as a person with calm de-
meanor, steady work ethic, and respect 
for everyone. 

Darrell’s kindheartedness and drive 
to serve others was reflected in his 
work and set a tone for collegial 
comradery with customers and col-
leagues. 
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